meaning implies, presupposes purity. Such destruction may be likened
to cutting one's nose to spite one's face. Warriors of old had whole-
some laws of war. Among the excluded things were poisoning wells-
and destroying food crops. But I do claim that there are bravery and
sacrifice in my leaving my wells, crops and homestead intact, bravery
in that I deliberately run the risk of the enemy feeding himself at my
expense and pursuing me, and sacrifice in that the sentiment of leaving
something for the enemy purifies and ennobles me,
**' "My questioner has missed the conditional expression 'if I must*.
I have imagined a state of things in which I am not prepared just
now to die and therefore I want to retreat in an orderly manner
in the hope of resisting under other and better auspices. The thing-
to consider here is not resistance but non-destruction of food crops
and the like. Resistance, violent or non-violent, has to be well
thought out. Thoughtless resistance will be regarded as bravado in
military parlance, and violence or folly in the language of non*
violence. Retreat itself is often a plan of resistance and may be a
precursor of great bravery and sacrifice. Every retreat is not
cowardice which implies fear to die. Of course a brave man would
>\ore often die in violently or non-violently resisting the aggressor
in the latter's attempt to oust him from his property. But he will
be no less brave if wisdom dictates present retreat."
(Harijan, April 12, 1942, p. 109)
So far there is solicitude only for the poor man's property.
There is no mention of industrial property. I have also given
my reasons, which I still hold to be perfectly sound, for non-
destruction of such property. I have found only one note in
the issues of Harijan in my possession which refers to industrial
Property. *t is as follows:
^** "Suppose there are factories for grinding wheat or pressing oil
seed. I should not destroy them. But munitions factories, yes;...
Textile factories I would not destroy and I would resist all such
destruction."                                        (Harijan, May 24, 1942, p. 167)
The reason is obvious. Here too the solicitude is not for
the owners, but for the masses who use food products and cloth
produced in factories. It should also be remembered that I have
c^ll along written and even acted against both kinds of factories,
Jn normal times, in the interests of village industries, my creed
being to prefer the products of hand-labour in which millions
can be engaged, to those of factories in which only a few
thousands or at best a few lakhs can be employed.
31. Mark too the last sentence in the penultimate para-
graph of the draft resolution sent to Allahabad: "But it can
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